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China's infl uence in Asia has increased remarkably over the past decade. Some scholars point out that besides increases in economic and military power, the strengthening of China's soft power has been pivotal in expanding the country's regional infl uence. 1 Beyond its rapid economic growth, China, by advertising Chinese values and publicizing its culture, has risen as a potential competitor to the United States in the Asian region. Other efforts to this end include establishment of a 24-hour Chinese TV and radio broadcasting stations targeting Southeast Asia, increased aid to Asian countries, steps to attract international students and promote the study of Chinese language, and active participation in regional multilateral organizations such as the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). 2 Professor Joseph S. Nye of Harvard University, in an article published in the Wall Street Journal (Asia) on December 29, 2005, argues that China's soft power is rapidly increasing in Asia; he calls upon the United States to respond. This article reveals a defi nite change in Nye's previous attitude toward China's soft power: in Soft Power (2004) , he downplayed the strengthening of China's soft power as being a development for the future. In his book, Nye argued that China's soft power resources, despite being culturally attractive, are still limited compared to those of the U.S. and Europe because of China's lack of intellectual freedom, its political corruption, and the issues surrounding the Taiwan Strait.
Nowadays, we can easily come across evidence that supports the palpable improvement of China's image in the world. Various survey results show increasing international affi nity for China. According to survey results announced by the Pew Research Center in June 2005, most Asians in the surveyed areas (Turkey, Pakistan, Indonesia, Lebanon, Jordan, and India) regard the rise of China as positive and believe its economic growth would benefi t their countries. 3 The BBC World Service Poll of 22 countries conducted from November 2004 to January 2005 also shows China as being viewed positively by most countries, including its neighbors. The percentage of Asian respondents who viewed China's global infl uence as "Mainly Positive" was 74 % in Lebanon, 70 % in the Philippines, 68 % in Indonesia, 66 % in India, and 49 % in South Korea. 4 Several factors account for the improvement of China's image and rise of its infl uence in Asia. The most important is rapid economic growth. A little less obvious, but equally important, factor is China's regional policy. As previous studies have shown, China has been exhibiting a change in its attitude toward Asia since the mid-1990s: it regards Asia as a core strategic region and has actively implemented regional policies toward the continent, which had not been the case in the past. For instance, China has begun propagating various diplomatic ideas such as "responsible power," "new security concept," "peaceful rise and development," and "harmonious world," and has implemented a "good neighbor policy" to support these notions. These efforts have mitigated the concerns of neighboring countries and warranted China's rise as a regional power. 5 This paper emphasizes that China's recognition of soft power and its application to national policies is an important factor in explaining the country's rapidly improving image and increasing infl uence in Asia, along with rapid economic growth and military power. As we will discuss in detail later, in China there is great interest in Nye's concept of soft power, in contrast to the U.S., where mainstream academic circles have responded tepidly to this topic. In addition, entering the Hu Jintao era, discussions of soft power have become a major issue among China's academics as well as media. Accordingly, we need to examine China's soft power in order to understand the country's rise from a regional power and its efforts to develop into a global power.
To this end, this paper will fi rst examine the discussions of soft power and the efforts to apply it to China's national strategy. Via this analysis, we will be able to make out how Nye's soft power theory is being received in China and what efforts are being made in intellectual and policy circles to develop it into a national strategy. We will then investigate China's soft power resources, focusing especially on three core areas: the Chinese developmental model (i.e., the Beijing Consensus, discussed in detail below); China's foreign policy (i.e., peaceful rise and peaceful development theories); and Chinese civilization.
A brief discussion of the concept of soft power is in order. There is currently no consensus on the defi nition of soft power in China. Chinese translations of soft power vary depending on the scholar; among the choices, ruanshili, ruanquanli, ruanliliang, and ruanguoli are most frequently used. Generally using Nye's concept as a frame of reference, Chinese scholars slightly modify the original defi nition of soft power as the need arises. According to Nye, the power a state exercises can be divided into two categories: hard power, which is mainly composed of military and economic might, and soft power, which refers to "the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments." Soft power also rests primarily on three resources: culture, political values and ideas, and foreign policies. Soft power has become increasingly important as a sphere of power 48-68. with the advent of the information revolution and globalization of the economy. Hard power and soft power are closely related to each other in many cases, and thus, strictly differentiating the two is very diffi cult in the actual process of exercising power. 6 
Discussions on Soft Power in China
One Chinese researcher argues that interest in soft power has increased dramatically among scholars in China since the 1990s. He further argues that China's interest and research in this area surpass those of all other countries today, even including the U.S. 7 For example, shortly after the fi rst publication of Nye's Bound to Lead (1990) in Chinese in 1992, President Jiang Zemin's chief advisor and former professor at Shanghai's Fudan University, Wang Huning, published an article in the Fudan University Journal (1993), stressing the need for China to strengthen its soft power. 8 In 1997, a Nankai University professor, Pang Zhongying, published an article in Strategy and Management that introduced Nye's soft power theory in greater detail. 9 A prominent American specialist, Shen Jiru, published another paper in Outlook Weekly in 1999 that called for strengthening China's soft power. 10 In August 2002, the China Institute of International Studies (CIIS) held a conference on "The Importance and Infl uence of Soft Power in U.S. Foreign Policy." Recently, criticisms of Nye's theory have surfaced, asserting that Nye's soft power pertains mainly to the American experience and arguing for a soft power theory more acclimated to China's situation.
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In the Hu Jintao era, top leaders in the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) have also started to take greater interest in strengthening China's soft power. In May 2004, the CCP Politburo held its 13th collective seminar on "Development and Prosperity of Chinese Philosophy and Social Science." The backdrop to this seminar was the introduction of the Beijing Consensus and increasing international interest in the Chinese development model. Although we cannot draw concrete conclusions, because of the lack of information on what was actually discussed at the seminar, a Chinese report argues that holding the seminar was itself signifi cant because doing so serves as an example of "Chinese leaders at the center beginning to pursue the strengthening of China's soft power from a strategic point of view."
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Not until the late 1990s did China intellectuals discuss soft power theory in relation to Chinese national strategy. As Chinese national power expanded with rapid economic growth, the world took notice of China's rise and Chinese people also took greater interest in global affairs. Unlike in the past, major press media began reporting extensively on global issues; as a result, active discussions of these issues and on foreign policy occurred not only on the government level, but also within civil society. These complex factors prompted changes in the self-consciousness of Chinese people and in the way the Chinese government conducted self-evaluations.
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International opinion on China also improved, with China's response to the 1997-98 Asian economic crisis coming as a decisive event: throughout the crisis, Beijing maintained a fi xed value for its currency, the renminbi (RMB), and contributed to stabilization funds for affl icted countries.
14 With these developments, Chinese intellectuals have attempted to come up with a new national strategy that aids China's rise from regional to global power. The concept of comprehensive national power (zonghe guoli) also emerged in the late 1990s; as soft power gained wider recognition as an important component of comprehensive national power, Chinese scholars regarded the strengthening of China's soft power as a top national objective. This appraisal is well documented in research that includes phrases like "comprehensive national power" and "grand strategy" (dazhanlüe) in their titles. For example, in 1999 Huang Shuofeng published Theory on Comprehensive National Power, widely regarded as a pioneering achievement in this fi eld. In this book, Huang describes comprehensive national power as comprising hard power (i.e., economic power, science and technology power, national defense power, and natural resource power); soft power (i.e., political power, diplomatic power, and cultural and educational power); and coordinating power (i.e., political structures, government leadership, organizational decision-making power, management capabilities, and reform coordination capabilities). Subsequent researches by distinguished 14. Lampton, "China's Rise in Asia," p. 307.
Chinese scholars have further developed the study of China's national strategy, including soft power.
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Discussions of soft power in China broadly fall under one of two categories: soft power theory as national development strategy and soft power theory as foreign policy. The former mainly involves discussions on institutional reforms needed for economic development, while the latter centers on the establishment of foreign policy regarding China's rise. Some Chinese scholars stress the strengthening of soft power as a means of addressing China's domestic problems originating from the blind pursuit of economic growth in recent decades. Ye Zicheng, a professor at Peking University, argues that China should try to strengthen its soft power in the areas of politics, economy, and foreign policy in order to avoid following in the footsteps of the Soviet Union. In his opinion, the Soviet Union collapsed because of the weakening of its soft power and resulting decrease of its international infl uence, even though it was the strongest military power in the world, on a par with the U.S. at the time. Ye proposed "institutional innovation" in all areas (especially in political, economic, and cultural institutions) as a method of increasing China's soft power. 16 Similarly, Pang Zhongying posits that soft power, allegedly indispensable for a country to become a global power, is predicated on good governance. Pang argues that China should implement some measures with a view to improving governance: socialist democracy, rationalization of economic structure, and efforts to resolve economic inequality and imbalance. 17 they argue that China's soft power increased in 2004 chiefl y because of its new attempts at institutional building. These included revising the Constitution to protect private property, enhancing the ruling capacity of the CCP, and construction of the legal system. 18 However, soft power discussions have been conducted mainly on foreign policy. Entering the Hu Jintao era, claims became universal that China must strengthen its soft power as well as hard power to develop into a global power. As mentioned, the term soft power has gained even greater popularity; discussions on soft power are abundant not only in academic papers but also in newspapers and magazines. 19 In particular, the introduction of the peaceful rise theory in 2003 and the Beijing Consensus in 2004 both helped decisively to shape the use of soft power theory into a nationwide trend.
In fact, even before the Hu Jintao era, China had made efforts related to this topic, although the specifi c term "soft power" was not used. The most conspicuous examples include the "new concept of international politicoeconomic order," developed from the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence during the Mao era, which criticized the American-led international order. Other examples include the "new security concept," which criticized traditional security measures (e.g., NATO and the U.S.-Japan alliance), and the "responsible power theory," which argued against the view that China was destructive to the international system and claimed that China was a responsible power accountable for its actions in international society. Other theories proposed included the "China opportunity theory" and "China contribution theory," essentially countermeasures to the "China threat theory" and "China collapse theory." 20 Moreover, China has pursued various foreign policies to support this cause: the policy toward Africa is representative. 21 Discussions of soft power in the Hu Jintao era have enjoyed greater systemization via these attempts of which the proposal of the "peaceful rise theory" and "harmonious world" as well as the strengthening of public diplomacy are major examples. Soft power, discussed in terms of a diplomatic strategy, has taken two directions. One stream expounds on how to cope with the so-called American soft power strategy through appropriate countermeasures; the other details foreign policy measures that will allow China to emerge as a global power.
Those Chinese scholars who are more wary of the negative effects of American soft power on China propose to confront this issue head on. They focus on the fact that America's soft power strategy played a big role in the collapse of socialism in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. In the era of information and globalization, they argue, the strengthening of America's cultural hegemony and the spread of American values through Internet and media broadcasts are great risk factors. These scholars regard this as America's attempt at peaceful evolution (heping yanbian). To counteract these attempts, they urge the Chinese government to strengthen education in socialist ideology and institute policies to protect China's traditional culture. 22 Thus, it is not surprising that these scholars consider Nye's soft power theory as a refl ection of America's desire to maintain hegemonic leadership in the post-Cold War era and are especially critical of Nye's December 2005 article in the Wall Street Journal. As mentioned above, Nye cautions in this article against the rapid increase of China's soft power in Asia and calls for America to directly confront China's rise. The scholars think that Nye overestimates China's soft power and claim that Nye's theory amounts to nothing more than a "soft power version of the China threat theory," which they say provides the U.S. with an excuse to restrain China's development more forcefully in the post-Cold War era. 23 On the other hand, Chinese scholars who research international politics generally maintain that strengthening soft power is needed on a strategic level in order for China to become a global power. According to these schol ars, the emergence of China as a regional power is already an established fact recognized by the international community. China's economic growth alone is said to evince this fact. As a result, they argue, China's diplomatic objectives have changed along with the expansion of national power and the rise in its global leadership. With admission into the World Trade Organization (WTO) in December 2001, China's past diplomatic objective of entering the global community has in effect been realized. Now its main objective is securing the right to speak in the process of making new international rules and conceiving major regional and global policies. 24 In this regard, they argue that China now faces two new challenges. The fi rst is to rid itself of the China threat theory and persuade international society, especially Asian countries, to accept China's rise as an established and desirable fact. The second challenge is securing the right to voice China's opinion in the global community by shouldering international responsibilities. These two tasks are closely related to the strengthening of China's soft power. In light of these goals, most Chinese scholars come to agree that in order for China to develop into a global power, it needs to strengthen its soft power. 25 
China's Soft Power: Resources and Prospects
Today, China's soft power is dependent on the following three resources: the Chinese developmental model, foreign policy centered on peaceful rise or peaceful development theories, and Chinese civilization.
The Beijing Consensus and the Chinese Development Model
The term Beijing Consensus was fi rst proposed by Joshua Cooper Ramo, a senior advisor to the investment fi rm Goldman Sachs and adjunct professor at Tsinghua University, in a research report entitled Beijing Consensus British prime minister's offi ce). Since then, this term has received international recognition through high-profi le foreign media reports. Ramo's report summarizes China's new power base, claiming that China has become a competitor to the U.S. in terms of comprehensive national power. Furthermore, he argues that the Beijing Consensus is beginning to replace the established Washington Consensus, especially in developing countries.
26
The Beijing Consensus, Ramo explains, consists of three theorems: the fi rst states that China's development model is based on innovation, the second states that China's development model considers sustainability and equality as top priorities, the third states that China strives for selfdetermination in foreign policy. 27 The Beijing Consensus, like the Washington Consensus, includes not only economic but also political, social, and diplomatic issues. As a new development paradigm, Ramo argues, the Beijing Consensus has given hope to developing countries in an uncertain international situation that has witnessed the collapse of the Washington Consensus, the breaking off of WTO negotiations, and the implosion of Argentina's economy. 28 Thus, in Ramo's view, rather than uniformly applying a series of so-called neoliberal policies to achieve economic development, as emphasized in the Washington Consensus, the Chinese development policy is more effective and practical for system-transition states and developing countries.
The Beijing Consensus that Ramo describes is, however, disappointing in content. In fact, most people take note of it not because of what it says but because the term itself seems to counter the concept of the Washington Consensus. When examining the fi rst theorem of the Beijing Consensus, we see that it simply reiterates that entering the Hu Jintao era, China emphasizes innovation. The second theorem also repeats word for word the economic strategy that China has put into effect under Hu, abandoning previous policies that prioritized economic growth and proposed a balanced development strategy based on a "scientifi c concept of development." The sustainable and equal development that Ramo speaks of is simply a summary of this strategy. The third theorem (i.e., self-determination) is also merely a catalog of the independent foreign policies offi cially declared by China in 1982. As such, not only does Ramo's Beijing Consensus have nothing new to offer, but it sounds more like a proxy measure to propagate China's offi cial stance. When Ramo's Beijing Consensus was fi rst published, it received extensive media coverage in China and many scholarly analyses followed. Mainstream opinion within the country has welcomed the Beijing Consensus concept; as it drew greater international recognition, some countries began to accept it as a universal development model applicable to Third World nations. Chinese scholars have tended to regard these receptive evaluations as a sign of China's increasing soft power. 29 The fact that the major force initially disseminating the Beijing Consensus is neither the Chinese government nor Chinese scholars but rather foreign scholars and foreign media is a very encouraging sign. This situation resembles the one where Chalmers Johnson summarized Japan's development experience and presented it to the world as the "capitalist developmental state model"; Japan (especially the Ministry of International Trade and Industry [MITI]) became a strong proponent of Johnson's work. 30 Meanwhile, there are other groups in China that are concerned about the spread of the Beijing Consensus and its potential negative effects, although they acknowledge and welcome its signal of the rise of China's soft power. These groups worry that the Beijing Consensus may end up refueling the debate on the China threat theory. Until now, the threats to America have all been of the hard power type, but if China continues to promote its development model as having universal meaning, the Beijing Consensus can be perceived as a new type of threat challenging American values. Also, with greater dissemination of the Beijing Consensus, some people are concerned with China's unintentional position at the vanguard of the antiglobalization movement, which is an affront to American neoliberalism. Some anti-globalization groups have criticized America-led globalization and neoliberalism using the arguments of the Beijing Consensus. If this trend were to continue, China, contrary to its wishes, would face the possibility of being misunderstood as anti-Western and as a major force challenging the established global order. 31 Above all else, Ramo's Beijing Consensus is invaluable for China because it substantiates the uniqueness of the Chinese development model. When China initiated reform and opening policies in 1978, it examined various development models throughout the world. Among these, the strongest candidates were Hungary's market socialist model and the East Asian developmental state model; China leaned toward the latter. The establishment of four special economic zones, pursuit of an export-led industrialization strategy, and operation of pilot agencies that carried out industrial policies are all examples of this model in action. Therefore, this has led some researchers to conclude that China is in essence a variation of East Asian developmental states. Chinese scholars implicitly or explicitly appeared to accept this interpretation.
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As of late, however, Chinese scholars have been stressing the independence and difference of China's development model from the East Asian model. Some argue that in contrast to Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan, China has actively pursued foreign direct investment and therefore foreign companies have played a greater role in China's economic development. Likewise, in terms of capital mobilization, but unlike South Korea and Taiwan, which depended on foreign credit and bank loans, China has utilized foreign direct investment as well as the stock market. In addition, compared to the economic development plans pursued by Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan that relied on protectionist trade policies, China from the initial 31 stages of reform has devoted its efforts to strengthening the competitiveness of its fi rms through active market liberalization. This was achieved with entry into the WTO in December 2001. 33 There are several motivations behind Chinese scholars' recent efforts to emphasize the uniqueness of the Chinese development model. As South Korea and Taiwan demonstrate, East Asian developmental states, which were initially characterized by authoritarian political systems, headed down the path of democratization. These examples suggest that China would also experience democratization subsequent to economic growth. But by distancing its development model from those countries, China can pacify these claims and expectations. Also, in light of rising international criticism of the East Asian developmental state model after the 1997-98 Asian economic crisis, highlighting the ingenuity of China's development model has quelled claims that this development mode is not durable or stable. Ramo's argument has signifi cance in confi rming the claims of these Chinese scholars.
A more meaningful reason exists for China to embrace the Beijing Consensus. Because it is a Chinese development model that includes everything from polity to society, dissemination of the Beijing Consensus bestows upon "Chinese-style socialism" greater international recognition, not only as an economic development model but also as a new model of political system and social structure. With the Beijing Consensus, China can fi nally rid itself of its stigma as a non-democratic state and human rights violator-as argued by the Western world-and can now assume a leading role vis-à-vis the U.S. within international society by recommending various development policies to Third World countries.
Although these benefi ts are within arms' reach, China still tends to refrain from actively propagating the Beijing Consensus abroad. First, as mentioned above, the contents of Ramo's Beijing Consensus are basically a summary of China's offi cial position. As a result, if China promotes only the merits of the Beijing Consensus to the world, this would amount to nothing more than borrowing the voice of a "Chinese advocate" to advertise its position. At the same time, China is concerned that if it is too aggressive in promoting the Beijing Consensus, it could create unnecessary misunderstandings with the U.S. Zheng Bijian's public insistence prior to Hu Jintao's 2006 visit to the U.S. that China has no intention of exporting 33 How much real infl uence the Beijing Consensus will have on international society cannot be accurately determined yet. We can, however, estimate how much attractiveness the Beijing Consensus will have in certain countries. It has little for countries like South Korea and Taiwan, which already have experience with this type of development model. For them, the Beijing Consensus represents a summary of the obstacles they have overcome, not the introduction of a new model.
For some underdeveloped countries in Asia, Latin America, and Africa, however, China's experience contains very important implications. In particular, the idea that an authoritarian political system can be maintained while also pursuing high economic growth has attracted the interest of the ruling elite in non-democratic countries. Authoritarian leaders in South Asia, Africa, Latin America, Russia, and former Soviet republics such as Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, and Turkmenistan have shown tremendous interest in the Chinese development model represented by the Beijing Consensus. 35 In this respect, the Beijing Consensus is very important in increasing China's soft power. And if China strengthens its economic assistance and cooperation with these countries, as it has continued to do, the Beijing Consensus might have the potential to replace the Washington Consensus, as Ramo asserts, at least in some developing countries.
Foreign Policy: Peaceful Rise and Peaceful Development Theories
Another source of China's soft power lies in its foreign policy, especially its regional policy toward Asia. As Nye argues, foreign policy is a key factor of soft power resources, and the implementation of well-thought-out foreign policy can greatly affect a country's soft power. China is no exception. In this regard, the peaceful rise and peaceful development theories that have been regarded as diplomatic strategies to realize China's development into a global power, can be looked upon as important cases that examine the discussions of soft power and its applications to national strategy in Hu Jintao-era China. The peaceful rise theory was fi rst introduced by Zheng Bijian in November 2003 at the China-sponsored Boao Forum for Asia. Since then, the theory has gained greater visibility, having been mentioned at a Harvard lecture by Premier Wen Jiabao that December and alluded to at a commemoration celebrating the 110th anniversary of Mao Zedong's birth by Hu Jintao the same month. However, Hu and Wen since April 2004 have replaced the use of peaceful rise with the term "peaceful development." For example, in a lecture at the Boao Forum in April 2004, Hu Jintao described China's foreign policy using the concept of peaceful development rather than peaceful rise. This follows a decision reached by the Chinese government not to use "peaceful rise" as an offi cial term.
The catalyst to the peaceful rise theory was the spread of various unfavorable discourses regarding China, such as the China threat theory.
36 However, simply understanding the peaceful rise theory as a response to the China threat theory is somewhat of a fragmentary interpretation. If China only needed to counteract the China threat theory, the China opportunity and contribution theories would have been more than suffi cient, as these theories are supported by empirical fi ndings: the increasing economic exchange between China and Asian countries, China's contribution to world economic growth, and the increase in trade and investment resulting from opening up. The motivation behind the conception of the peaceful rise theory is more signifi cant than appearances suggest. That is, the reason why the peaceful rise theory was proposed in the Hu Jintao era was in effect an intention to declare China's expansion of national power and its presumed forthcoming rise to global power status, and to gain acceptance of this declaration from neighboring Asian countries.
In this respect, China's proposal of the rise itself has great signifi cance with regard to its foreign policy. As some Chinese researchers argue, the proposal of the peaceful rise theory implicates the transformation of China's foreign policy in three ways. First, there is the switch from Americancentered diplomacy to neighbor-centered diplomacy; second, from diplomatic objectives focused on gaining admission into the international society to the goal of undertaking global leadership and responsibilities. Third is the transformation from a diplomatic strategy focused on China's economic development to one centered on increasing its comprehensive national power. 37 Put another way, the peaceful rise theory symbolically declares that China's global strategy has transformed from internal to external orientation. 38 Accordingly, the peaceful rise theory now refl ects China's continued expansion of national power, the change in perception of domestic and foreign conditions within China, and a desire to search for a new foreign policy facilitating China's emergence as a global power.
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The contents of the peaceful rise theory are relatively simple. The arguments presented by Zheng Bijian, its progenitor, are as follows. First, although China has accomplished rapid economic growth in a short period of time, one cannot consider China's rise a threat because its initial economic development levels were so low to begin with and the leadership is faced with accommodating a population of 1.3 billion. These domestic constraints mean that China needs to focus all its efforts on its own development for the next three generations at least. Second, China is pursuing a development strategy that strives to participate in rather than detach itself from globalization. Third, while participating in globalization, China is also pursuing independent development strategies that do not harm other countries. Fourth, China's economic development contributes to the overall economic development, prosperity, and stability of Asia. China's Path to Peaceful Development, a White Paper issued by the State Council Information Offi ce in December 2005, explains the peaceful development theory. First, peaceful development is an inevitable path for China's modernization. Second, China achieves development by creating a peaceful global environment and facilitates world peace through this development. Third, China achieves development by relying on its own capabilities, as well as reform and innovation, while steadily opening up. Fourth, China accommodates the trends of globalization and makes an effort to realize mutual benefi ts and common development with other countries. Fifth, China adheres to the principles of peace, development, and cooperation, and strives to construct a harmonious world of sustained peace and common prosperity.
As we can see from the above, there is little difference in the content of the peaceful development theory and peaceful rise theory, except the change in terminology. Besides the inclusion of a new concept, "harmonious world," and greater use of stylized expressions, peaceful development is, on the whole, a re-terming of peaceful rise theory. Examination of the content proves that China has not altogether abandoned the ideas presented in the peaceful rise theory. Of course, the nuance in the terminology change from peaceful rise to peaceful development has signifi cance because the word switch indicates China's decision to offi cially postpone its declaration that it will rise. According to one Chinese scholar, rise designates a shift in power balance between states; development does not. 41 To reiterate, China's rise in international politics signifi es the relative weakening of the leadership of superpowers such as the U.S. and Japan, while China's development implies the possibility of parallel development with existing superpowers.
With the strengthening of national power, China faces various new tasks in foreign policy. As some Chinese scholars have stated, it must fi rst rid itself of the pervasive China threat theory. It then needs to coax neighboring Asian countries to willingly accept its rise. And fi nally, China needs to secure the right to speak in international affairs by participating in the international community as a responsible power. While the peaceful rise theory was introduced to meet these diplomatic objectives, Beijing faced the pressing problem of how it would clarify this new, potentially confrontational foreign policy to the international community. As a consequence, the peaceful development theory was chosen to replace the peaceful rise theory, but only in name and not in content. This terminology change refl ects China's present situation: on the one hand, China wishes to make public its rise and gain the acknowledgment of neighboring countries; on the other hand, Chinese offi cials are leery of possibly negative reactions and consequences from other nations if they proclaim China's rise. In any case, China will cautiously implement its foreign policy under the precepts of the peaceful rise theory and will continue working to bolster its status in Asia.
Chinese Civilization
The third source of China's soft power lies in Chinese civilization, which allows China to take a leading role in creating a new defi nition of so-called Asian values. According to the constructivist understanding of identity formation, the historical past is highly signifi cant in forming the identity of the present as a social construct. 42 We need to understand that Chinese civilization has a history of several thousand years and the potential to summon common interests and orientations among those who share its legacy and other Asians whose cultures it has infl uenced. Only then can we truly gauge the importance of Chinese civilization with regard to China's soft power. Put differently, Chinese history and civilization are important resources because they can be reconstructed and reinvented to help create an "imagined" Asian identity and values.
For example, if Chinese offi cials selected a fragmented historical memory of the 19th century Opium Wars (an intrinsic part of China's history) and reconstructed the prolonged confl ict as being a common memory of Western imperialist invasions in Asian history, there is a good possibility that many Asians would share in this Chinese historical memory. Thus, taking advantage of its history and cultural legacies, China can attempt to increase its soft power by creating common, imagined identities and values for Asians. This is possible because Chinese civilization and history transcend mere representation of a single national history.
In this sense, the civilization of China, one of Asia's ancient suzerains along with India, is China's greatest soft power asset. Among the many attributes of Chinese civilization, Confucianism is a core factor that presents Chinese values and vision in a different way from the West. Countries in Asia, especially East Asia, are familiar with Confucianism and Confucian values, which carry universal meaning in this region on par with human rights or democracy in the West. 43 Of course, this topic is nothing new. In the early 1990s, debates emerged on values by Asian politicians and scholars who contended that Asian values and identity could stand vis-à-vis Western values and identity. But with the 1997-98 Asian fi nancial crisis and concomitant criticisms of Asian values, these discussions quickly lost relevance. 44 The rise of China is, however, once again making it possible to pursue Asian values based on Chinese civilization, at least in Confucian East Asian countries. These values include the importance of family as the focal point of social structure formation; concerns over virtues and ethics; the primacy of the group over the individual; emphasis on unity or harmony and order; and hard work, frugality, and the importance of education. 45 China's Asian values are based on the rapid expansion of the Chinese economy following the model of previous arguments over Asian values that championed the East Asian economic miracle. Furthermore, China's civilization and historical legacies add weight to Chinese advocacy of Asian values. In this context, special attention needs to be paid to China's recent emphasis on Confucian values. Since the Jiang Zemin era, various efforts have been made to replace socialist ideas and absorb Confucianism as a dominant ideology in China. For example, in 2001, China enacted the "Outline of Implementation of National Morality" (Guomin daode shishi gangyao), which combines Confucian virtues and socialist collectivism. These efforts have been further strengthened in the Hu Jintao era. From the Confucian version of democracy (minben zhuyi), elements have been drawn and recast in terms such as "considering people as fundamental," "close to the people," "harmonious society," and a "socialist view of honor and disgrace." Confucianism has become an important part of the dominant ideology.
China is also extending Confucianism to diplomatic ideas. Diplomatic principles such as "live peacefully with neighbors, bring prosperity to them, and provide safety to them" and a "harmonious world" are all taken from Confucianism. This is clearly different not only from Marxism-Leninism but also from realism and liberalism in international politics. Through greater systemization, China plans to re-establish Confucianism as an inherently Chinese value and vision. In fact, some Chinese opinion leaders have openly revealed this agenda. Zheng Bijian's article in People's Daily is a case in point: in this article, he clamors for a renaissance of Chinese civilization. 46 Furthermore, China has been systematically and comprehensively developing its public diplomacy. A prime example is the establishment of the Confucius Institute (Kongzi Xueyuan), a Chinese cultural-cum-language center designed to boost enthusiasm for learning the Chinese language, which is already spreading all over the world. 
Conclusion
In the past decade, Chinese offi cials have been planning and partially implementing a new national strategy to promote China from being a regional power to a global power. That strategy includes the strengthening of soft power (e.g., culture, ideas, and foreign policy) as well as hard power (e.g., economic and military might). Within this process, China has been contemplating how it can establish Chinese values and vision, so-called Chinese ideas (Zhongguode linian), which are different from the West, and how it can propagate them throughout Asia and the world. 49 As noted earlier, the Chinese development model, the peaceful rise and peaceful development theories, and the pursuit of Asian identity founded on Chinese civilization are all important components of Chinese values and vision.
Many obstacles lie in the way of China's strengthening its soft-power infl uence. As Gill and Huang argue, China faces serious obstacles such as the authoritarian political system of the Communist Party dictatorship, widespread political corruption, a limp global human rights consciousness, the spread of the China threat theory, and the rise of exclusivist Chinese nationalism. Because of these problems, we cannot rightly conclude how willingly neighboring countries will accept China's soft power.
However, we can safely conclude that China, to be comparable to the West not only in terms of economic or military might but also in terms of soft power, will make greater efforts to develop a coherent set of Chinese ideas. It will materially support this cause in order to secure its leadership position in Asia and to emerge as a global leader in the future. Examples of these efforts include the strengthening of ASEAN diplomacy and the establishment of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), as well as the introduction of a new security concept and aggressive pursuit of free trade agreements (FTA) through ASEAN. Accordingly, when analyzing China's foreign policy, we need to pay more attention to its efforts from a different perspective, moving away from the prevailing view of China that focuses on its rapid economic and military growth.
